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Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia. 


No. 3326. 

Sidney Chanock, &c., Appellant, 

vs. 

United States of America. 


a Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. I 

I 

Criminal. No. 33798. 

i 

i 

United States of America, Plaintiff, 

vs. j 

Sidney Chanock, Alias Sidney Jordan, Alias S. J. Colby, Alias 

George Lewison, Defendant. 

United States of America, 

District of Columbia ,, ss: 

i 

Be it remembered that in the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia, at the City of Washington, in said District, ati the times 
hereinafter mentioned, the following papers were filed and proceed¬ 
ings had, in the above-entitled cause, to wit: 

I 

1 Indictment. 

\ 

Filed in Open Court May 13, 1918. j 

. i 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, Holdirig a Crim¬ 
inal Term, April Term, A. D. 1918. j 

• i 

. . i 

District of Columbia, ss: 

The Grand Jurors of the United States of America, in and for the 
District of Columbia aforesaid, upon their oath, do present: 

That one Sidney Jordan Chanock, otherwise known as and called 
Sidney Jordan, otherwise known as and called S. J. Colby, other¬ 
wise known as and called George Lewison, and hereafter in this in¬ 
dictment designated and called Sidney Jordan Chanock, late of the 
District aforesaid, on, to wit, the twenty-ninth day of April, in the 
year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred and eighteen, and at 
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the District aforesaid, fifteen hundred dollars in money of the value 

of fifteen hundred dollars; ten certain obligations and securities of 

the United States of America commonlv known as and called Lib- 

* 

erty Bonds, each of the value of one thousand dollars: one certain 
other obligation and security of the said United States of America, 
commonlv known as and called a Liberty Bond, of the value of live 

4 . 4 , 

hundred dollars; seven certain other obligations and securities of the 
said United States of America, commonlv known as and called Lib- 
erty Bonds, each of the value of one hundred dollars: and six cer¬ 
tain obligations, and securities of the particular kind known as and 
called bonds, duly issued by the Interborough Rapid Transit Com¬ 
pany, a body corporate, each of the denomination and value of one 
thousand dollars, of the goods, chattels, money and property 
2 of one Edwin C. Arnold, then and there being found, feloni¬ 
ously did steal, take and carry awav: against the form of the 
statute in such case made and provided, and against the peace and 
government of the said United States. 


Second Count. And the Grand Jurors aforesaid, upon their oath 
aforesaid, do further present: 

That the said Sidney Jordan Chanock, on, to wit, the said twenty- 
ninth day of April, in the year of our Lord one thousand nine hun¬ 
dred and eighteen, and at the District aforesaid, fifteen hundred dol¬ 
lars in monev. of the value of fifteen hundred dollars; ten certain 
obligations and securities of the said United States of America, com¬ 
monly known as and called Liberty Bonds, each of the value of one 
thousand dollars; one certain other obligation and security of the 
said United States of America, commonlv known as and called a 
Liberty Bond, of the value of five hundred dollars: and five certain 
other obligations and securities of the said United States of America, 
commonly known as and called Liberty Bonds, each of the value of 
one hundred dollars, of the goods, chattels, money and property of 
the said Edwin C. Arnold: and six certain obligations and securities 
of the particular kind known as and called bonds, duly issued by 
the said Interborough Rapid Transit Company, a body corporate as 
aforesaid, each of the denomination and value of* one thousand dol¬ 
lars: and one certain obligation and security of the said United 
States of America, commonlv known as and called a Liberty Bond. 

4 . • 

of the value of one hundred dollars, of the goods, chattels and prop¬ 
erty of one Dora D. Arnold: and one certain other obligation and 
security of the said United States of America, commonly 
3 known as and called a Liberty Bond, of the value of one hun¬ 
dred dollars, of the goods, chattels and property of one Dor¬ 
othy B. Arnold, then and there being found, feloniously did steal, 
take and carry away: against the form of the statute in such case 
made and provided, and against the peace and government of the 
said United States. 


JOHN E. LASKEY. 

Attorney of the United States in and 

for'the District of Colnmbia . 


(Endorsed:) Criminal No. 33798. LTiited States vs. Sidney Jor¬ 
dan Chanock, alias Sidney Jordan, alias S. J. Colby, alias George 
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Lewison. Grand Larceny. Witnesses: Edwin C. Arnold. Frank 

P. Fenwick, Edward J. Kelly, M. P. A true bill: Leo CL Brooks, 
foreman. 

4 Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

I 

Tuesday, May 14", A. D: 1918. 

The Court resumes its session pursuant to adjournment,! Mr. Jus¬ 
tice Stafford presiding. 

i 

* * * * * * j* 

Come as well the Attorney of the United States, as the defendant 
in proper person, in custody of the Superintendent of the Washing¬ 
ton Asylum and Jail, and by his attorneys, W. J. Lambert and M. 
E. 0 Brien, Esquires; whereupon the defendant being arraigned 
upon the indictment, the reading whereof he specifically waives, 
pleads not guilty thereto and for trial puts himself upon the country 
and the Attorney of the United States doth the like; whereupon (by 
consent of the United States Attorney) the defendant is granted 
)e.»ve within five (5) days, to withdraw said plea and demur to, or 
move to quash the said indictment as he may be advised, j 

Motion to Quash. j 

i 

Filed in Open Court May 22, 1918. j 

I 

i 

* * isje 

! 

j 

Now comes the defendant in the above entitled cause and moves 
the Court to quash the indictment for the reason that said indict¬ 
ment charges two separate and distinct felonies and the jqinder of 
two such offenses in a single trial will embarrass the defendant and 
is prejudicial to rights of the defendant. 

MATTHEW E. 0'BRIE^ T , 
Attorney for the Defendant. 

j 

5 Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, j 

Wednesday, May 22", A. D.j 1918. 

The Court resumes its session pursuant to adjournment, Mr. Jus¬ 
tice Stafford presiding. 

j 

* * * * * * * 

| 

Come as well the Attorney of the United States, as the defendant 
in proper person, in custody of the Superintendent of the Washing¬ 
ton Asylum and Jail, and by his Attorney, M. E. O'Brien, Esquire; 
and thereupon, leave of Court first granted, the defendant by his 
said Attorney withdraws his plea of not guilty heretofore entered 

2—3326 ! * 
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and files a motion to quash the indictment in this case, which mo¬ 
tion is by the Court overruled, to which action of the Court the de¬ 
fendant bv his said Attornev pravs an exception which is noted: 
whereupon the defendant being arraigned upon the indictment the 
reading whereof he specifically waives, pleads “Not Guilty” thereto, 
and for trial puts himself upon the country and the Attorney of 
the I nited States doth the like: and thereupon comes a jury of good 
and lawful men of the District of Columbia, to wit: 


John A. Garner, 

Ford E. Young, 

George B. Miller, 
William B. McKnight. 
William B. Compton, 
Elmer Harding, 


Milliard F. Hobson, 
William J. Holtman, 
Thomas II. Stokes. 
John P. Lovett. 
Joseph F. Wonderack, 
Ernest IT. Murphy. 


who being sworn to well and truly try the issue joined herein, upon 
their oath say that the defendant is Guilty on the Second count of 
the indictment and bv direction of the Court Not Guiltv on the First 
count of the indictment; whereupon said defendant is remanded to 
the Washington Asylum and Jail. 


0 Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Saturday, June lo", A. D. 101S. 

The Court resumes its session pursuant to adjournment. Mr. Jus¬ 
tice Stafford presiding. 

sje 5jc sje sjc sje 

Come as well the Attornev of the United States, as the defendant 

* 

in proper person, in custody of the Superintendent of the Washing¬ 
ton Asvlum and Jail, and bv his Attornev M. E. O'Brien, Esquire; 
and thereupon it is demanded of the defendant what further he has 
to say why the sentence of the law should not be pronounced against 
him, and he says nothing except as he has already said; whereupon 
it is considered by the Court that for his said offense the defendant 
be taken by the Superintendent aforesaid, to the Asylum and Jail 
aforesaid, whence he came, thence to the Penitentairy (as desig¬ 
nated bv the Attornev General of the United States) there to be im- 
prisoned for the period of Six (6) years to take effect from and in¬ 
cluding the date of arrival of said defendant at said Penitentiary; 
and thereupon the defendant by his Attorney notes an appeal to the 
Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia, from the judgment 
of the Court in this case; whereupon the Court fixes the amount of 
bond for costs on appeal at One hundred ($100) dollars and the 
bond for the appearance of the defendant at Ten thousand ($10,000) 
dollars. 
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Memoranda. 

July 8. 1918.—Appeal Bond approved and filed. 

July 22, 1918.—Time to submit Bill of Exceptions ex- 
~ tended to and including August 10, 1918. 

August 9, 191S.—Time to submit Bill of Exceptions ex¬ 
tended to and including August 22. 1918. 

August 22, 1918.—Bill of Exceptions submitted. 


Supreme Court- of the District of Columbia. 

Tuesdav, July 29", A. 1) 

The Court resumes its session pursuant to adjournment, 
lice Stafford presiding. 


* 


* 


* 


1919. 
Mr. Jus- 


Now comes here the defendant by his Attorney M. E.j O'Brien 
Esquire and prays the Court to sign, and make a part of the record 
his Bill of Exceptions taken during the trial of the case land sub¬ 
mitted to the Court on the 22" dav of August 1918. which is ac- 
eordinglv done, Nunc pro tune. 




Assignment of Errors. 

Filed August 25, 1919. 
* * * 


* 


Comes now the defendant in tlie above entitled cause! and as¬ 
signs the following as the errors committed in the trial of the cause 
and upon which he bases his appeal to the Court of Appeals: 

1. The Court erred in overruling the motion to quash. 

2. The Court erred in overruling the motion to compel an elec¬ 

tion. 

S M. The Court erred in overruling the motion to| direct a 

verdict of not guilty. j 

4. The Court erred in holding that evidence of embezzlement was 

sufficient to warrant a conviction under an indictment which charged 
larceny. I 

5. The Court erred in holding that the defendant could be found 
guilty of larceny when the evidence showed that the property al¬ 
leged to have been stolen came into his possession by virtue of his 
employment and there was no evidence of any asportation | by him. 

fi. The Court erred in holding that in a single count alleging the 
ownership in several persons that the defendant could be convicted 
of larceny and that the count was sufficiently certain to apprise the 
de fendant of the nature and cause of the accusation against him. 

MATTHEW E. O’BRIElf, 
Attorney for the Defendant. 
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Designation of Record. 

Filed August 25, 1919. 

* * * * * * * 

The clerk will please make up the record for appeal to the Court 
of Appeals in the above entitled cause and include the following 
papers: 

1. The indictment. 

2. The Motion to Quash. 

3. The motion to compel an election. 

4. The judgment appealed from. 

5. Memo, of approval of cost bond. 

6. Memo, of submission of bill of exceptions. 

7. Order making bill of exceptions part, of record. 

9 8. Memo, of extensions of time granted by the court to 

perfect appeal. 

9. The assignment of errors. 

10. This designation. 

MATTHEW E. O'BRIEN. 

Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

I Thursday, September 11", A. I). 1919. 

The Court resumes its session pursuant to adjournment, Mr. Jus¬ 
tice Gould presiding. 

It is ordered by the Court that the time to tile the Transcript of 
Record in the Court of Appeals be and is hereby extended to and 
including October 10" 1919. 


Fridav, October 10". A. D. 1919. 

The Court resumes its session pursuant to adjournment. Mr. Jus¬ 
tice Gould presiding. 

3jc sit 

It is ordered bv the Court that the time to file the Transcript of 
Record on Appeal in the Court of Appeals be and is hereby extended 
to and including October 25" 1919. 

10 Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

United States of America, 

District of Columbia, ss: 

I, John R. Young, Clerk of the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia, hereby certify the foregoing pages numbered from 1 to 
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9, both inclusive, to be a true and correct transcript of the record, 
according to directions of counsel herein filed, copy of 1 which is 
made part of this transcript, in cause No. 33798, Criminal Docket, 
wherein United States of America is Plaintiff and Sidney Chanock, 
&c., is Defendant, as the same remains upon the files and of record 
in said Court. 

j 

In testimony whereof, I hereunto subscribe my name land affix 
the seal of said Court-, at the City of Washington, in said District, 
this 6th dav of October, 1919. 

[Seal Supreme Court of the District of Columbia.] 

JOHN R. YOUNG, 

| Ql er k 

By W. E. WILLIAMS, 

Assistant Clerk. 


IOV-j In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia] Holding 

a Criminal Term. 

Criminal. No. 33798. | 

I 

. i 

United States 

vs. | 

Sidney Jordan Chanock, Alias Sidney Jordan, Alias S. L. Colby, 

Alias George Lewison. ! 

. 

Bill of Exceptions. 

Be it remembered that in the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia, holding a criminal term, the following papers were filed 
and proceedings had at the times hereinafter mentioned: 

On the thirteenth day of May, A. D. 1918, an indictment! was filed 
in said Court charging the defendant in two counts with the crime 
of grand larceny. 

On the fourteenth day of May, A. D. 1918, the defendant was 
arraigned and pleaded not guilty to said indictment, reserving the 
right to withdraw said plea and demur if so advised. 

On the twenty-second day of May, A. D. 1918, the defendant filed 
a motion to quash said indictment, which said motion to quash was, 
at the said time, overruled, and to which action of the Court the 
defendant by his counsel duly excepted. j 

Whereupon, on the said twenty-second day of May, A. ID. 1918, 
the defendant by his counsel moved the Court to require the Gov¬ 
ernment to elect upon which of the counts of said indictment it 
would try the defendant, which motion was by the Court overruled 
and an exception duly taken on behalf of the defendant, i 

Whereupon the defendant entered a plea of not guilty, and there¬ 
upon a jury was duly empanelled and sworn, whereupon the Gov- 
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eminent, to maintain the issues upon its part joined, offered 

11 offered as a witness Edwin C. Arnold who, being first duly 
sworn, testified that he was a resident of the State of New 

York, and that, on the twenty-ninth day of April, 1918, he, the 
said witness, his wife Dora D. Arnold, and his daughter Dorothy B. 
Arnold, came to Washington, and went to the Dewey Hotel, where 
they registered as guests; that the defendant was employed at said 
hotel as Assistant Manager; that witness met defendant in the man¬ 
ager’s office at the hotel, and told him that he had two envelopes 
containing valuable securities and moneys which he wished to leave 
for safe-keeping with the hotel; that he gave the two envelopes to 
the defendant, who locked them in a compartment in the hotel safe, 
and defendant assured witness that thev were all right and safe: 
that defendant stated that he would be on duty all night, and gave 
witness a receipt for the two packages, which receipt is in the words 
and figures as follows, and which was duly offered and admitted in 
evidence: 

12 “4-29-1S. 

Received of Mr. Edwin Arnold—Room 383. 2 Packages Papers. 

JORDAN." 


That next dav. 


Tuesdav. witness did not. see the defendant in or 


• 

about the hotel, and on Wednesday he called at the manager's office 
and saw Mr. Fenwick, the manager, and asked him for his prop¬ 
erty, telling him that he was going to put the same in a ^afe deposit 
vault; that he went to the safe with Mr. Fenwick, to get his prop¬ 
erty: that Mr. Fenwick could not find the kev to the compartment 
in the safe, and got one of his men to force the compartment open, 
and gave the box to witness: that, witness saw his envelopes in the 
drawer, and the drawer contained two bankbooks belonging to wit¬ 
ness and his daughter, and one ten-dollar hill: that all the other 
moneys and securities had been removed from the envelopes and the 
box; that, witness reported the matter to Mr. Grant, at the Detective 
Office: that the envelopes which witness delivered to the defendant 
on the evening of April 29. ]918. contained the following property: 


Five one-hundred dollar bills. 

Two one-lnindred .dollar l.ibortv Bonds. 2nd issue, 
and 1112999. 

One five-hundred dollar Liberty Bond #74872. 

Five one-hundred dollar Liberty Bonds. —1257•’>04. : 


111 289,8 


12367505. 


#125750(5. #1257507. #1257508. 

Six one-thousand dollar Liberty Bonds. 1st issue. 
#110554. # 110555. # 11055(5. # i 10557. #110558. 

Four one-thousand dollar Libertv Bonds. 2nd issue. 
#972255. =972491. #1050865. 


#110553, 

#1050864. 


Six bonds of the Interborough Rapid Transit Company, for $1000 
each. #19524. #19525. #19526. #146879. #146881, #23702. 


13 That all the property, except the six one-thousand dollar 
bonds of the Interborough Rapid Transit Company, and two 
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| 

one-hundred dollar Liberty Bonds of the second is ;uej were the 
property of witness; that the six one-thousand dollar bonds of the 
Interborough Rapid Transit Company, and one one-hundred dol¬ 
lar Liberty Bond of the second issue, were the property of witness's 
wife. Dora D. Arnold; that one one-hundred dollar Liberty Bond 
of the second issue was the property of witness’s daughter, Dorothy 
B. Arnold; that witness saw the above property at Inspector Grant’s 
office, after defendant’s arrest in New York City, identified the same, 
and found that it was all intact. 

On cross-examination, witness testified that the defendant was in 
the manager’s office and was apparently in charge of the pffice; that 
he saw the defendant place the property, alleged to have been stolen, 
in the safe; that when Mr. Fenwick could not find the key of the 
compartment of the safe he called for one of the hotel Carpenters, 
who forced the compartment open, and found that the prpperty was 
cone. 


Whereupon the Government, further to maintain the issue on its 
part joined, offered as a witness Frank P. Fenwick who, being 
first duly sworn, testified that he was the Manager of the Dewey 
Hotel during April, 1918; that during that month the jdefendant 
was employed as his secretary and as bookkeeper at the Ihotel, and 
as such the defendant’s place of duty was in witness’s private office, 
which is around the corridor from the hotel lobby; thajt the safe 
was in witness’s office room, and belonged to the hotel icompany; 
that as part of his duties the defendant necessarily had access to the 
hotel safe and the compartments thereof; that he remembers when 
Mr. Arnold and his familv came to the hotel and registered 
14 as guests; that on Wednesday, May 1, 1918, Mr. Arnold 
asked the witness for his property, and witness wbnt to the 
safe and could not find the key; that witness then had aj carpenter 
force the door of the compartment open, and gave Mr. Arnold the 
drawer, and Mr. Arnold told witness the contents were stolen; that 
witness then reported the matter to the detective office; that the 
defendant did not appear for work at the hotel on Tuesday, April 
30, or Wednesday May 1, 191 <8; that witness made inquiries for 
him, and found that he had left the city; that in company with 
Detective Kelly witness went to the K Street house where defend¬ 
ant lived, and could not locate him; that he and Detective Kellv 
went to New York City, and located defendant at the Marseilles 


Hotel, 103rd Street and Broadway, New York City; that witness, 
Detective Kelly and one of the New York detectives wejnt to the 
Marseilles Hotel and there found that defendant had registered un- 
der the name of Charles Lewison; that defendant had been assigned 
to Room Number G19; that Detective Kelly went to the room first 
and later sent for witness; that witness then went to Ropm Num¬ 
ber 619 and talked to the defendant in presence of Detective 
15 Kelly; that defendant at first denied that he knew anything 
about the envelopes containing the money and securities; 
that he later admitted that he had taken Mr. Arnold’s j property, 
and stated that he had been drinking and was mad about! the long 
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hours lie had to work, but that the money and bonds were all intact 
and that they could be found in a safe deposit box at the American 
Security and Trust Company, Washington, D. C.: that Detective 
Kelly told defendant he would find out about where these bonds were 
right then, and demanded that defendant open his trunk; that de¬ 
fendant refused to do this, and that they then threatened to break 
his trunk open; that the defendant then consented to open his trunk, 
which he then did, and there was found therein the envelope con¬ 
taining the property described in the indictment, which Detective 
Kelly and witness checked up and found was the property lost; 
that then they brought the defendant to Washington and the prop¬ 
erty was turned lover to Inspector Grant and identified by Mr. 
Arnold. 

On cross-examination the witness testified that it was pail: of the 
duty of the defendant to receive packages which were turned over to 
the hotel by guests and to place them iii the safe for safe-keeping; 
that when Mr. Arnold asked for the package the defendant was not 
present; that when the keys to the compartment where the package 
had been placed could not be found, it became necessary to get a 
carpenter to forcibly open the compartment. 

Whereupon the. Government, further to maintain the is-ues on its 
part joined, ottered as a witness Edward J. Kelly, who being first 
duly sworn, testified that he was a member of the Metropolitan Po¬ 
lice force, and a detective assigned to Headquarters; that he investi¬ 
gated the alleged larceny of bonds and money of Mr. Arnold 
It) and familv at the Dewev Hotel; that witness and Mr. Fen- 
wick went to New York Citv, and located defendant at the 
Marseilles Hotel, where defendant had registered under the name of 
Charles Lewison, and had been assigned to Room Yo. 619; that wit¬ 
ness alone went to the door of Room No. 619, and rapped on the 
door: telling defendant, who was then in the room, that he was a 
waiter and desired to take his order; that then defendant opened the 
door and witness stepped into the room and identified defendant by 
the picture which he had seen; that defendant had a wig on, and 
witness reached over and took the wig off defendant's head and 
said, “Sid, where did you get the hair?"; that defendant at first de¬ 
nied anv knowledge of the larcenv; that after some conversation 
witness told defendant that Mr. Fenwick was downstairs, and de¬ 
fendant said that; le would talk with Mr. Fenwick; that witness 
then sent for Mr. Fenwick, and he came up to the room; that de¬ 
fendant then admitted that he had taken Mr. Arnold's property, and 
said that he had been drinking and was mad about the long hours 
he had to work: that he stated that the money and bonds were all 
intact and could be found in a safe deposit box at the American 
Security and Trust Company, "Washington, 1). C.; that witness then 
told defendant he would find out where those bonds were then, and 
demanded that defendant open his trunk; that defendant at first 
refused to open the trunk, and witness then threatened to break the 
trunk open; that defendant then opened his trunk, and there was 
found therein an envelope containing Mr. Arnold's and his family's 
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property which property was then checked up by Mr. Fehwick and 
witness, and corresponded with the property which Mr. Arnold 
claimed he had given defendant to place in the safe for safe-keeping: 
(hat witness then brought defendant back to Washington, and was 
present at Inspector Grant s office when the property wasi identified 
by Mr. Arnold. 


T here was no cross-examination of this witness?. 


1 lie above is in substance all of the testimony introduced at the 
trial of this case. 


W hereupon the Government announced its case closed.! 

W hereupon counsel for the defendant moved the Court to direct 
a verdict of not guilty upon the ground that the evidence failed to 
prove the charge as laid in the indictment, and the evidence proved, 
if it proved any crime, the crime of embezzlement and not larceny. 
The court overruled the motion, to which ruling of the Court the 
defendant by his counsel duly excepted. 

W hereupon the defendant by his counsel moved the Court to com¬ 
pel an election as to which count the Government would jgo to the 
jury upon; and thereupon the District Attorney elected! to stand 
upon the second count of the indictment, and the Court thereupon 
directed the jury to return a verdict of not guilty as to! the first 
count of the indictment. 


Whereupon counsel for defendant moved the Court to direct a 
verdict of not guilty upon the second count of the indictment, upon 
the ground that the evidence failed to prove the charge as laid in 
the indictment, and that the evidence proved, if it proved apv crime, 
the crime of embezzlement and not larceny. The Court overruled 
said motion, to which ruling of the Court the defendant by his 
counsel duly excepted. 

Whereupon, counsel for the defendant announced that no evi¬ 
dence would be introduced by the defendant, and after argument 
bv counsel and a charge by the Court, the jury returned ia verdict 
of not guilty under the first count of the indictment, and of guilty 
under the second count of the indictment. 


Whereupon, on the fifteenth day of June, A. I). 1918. the defend¬ 
ant was sentenced to six years in the penitentiary, and in open court 
gave notice of an appeal to the Court of Appeals, and moved 
IS the Court to fix the appeal bond and the cost bond on ap¬ 
peal. The Court fired the appeal bond in the sum of ten 
thousand dollars ($10,000.00), and the cost bond in the sum of one 
hyndred dollars ($100.00). 

The defendant gave the cost bond, with surety approved by the 
Court, within the time prescribed by the rules. For gotad cause 
shown, with the consent of the Attorney of the United States, the 
time for submitting the bill of exceptions was extended to and in¬ 
cluding the twenty-second day of August, A. D. 1918. 


Whereupon the defendant by his counsel, on the twenty-second 
day of August, A. D. 191S, submits this his bill of exception, and 
moves the Court to sign and seal the same and to have the same 
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force and effect as if signed at the (rial before the jury retired, which 
the Court accordingly does this 29th day of July, A. D. 1919, now 
for then. 

WENDELL P. STAFFORD, 

Justice. 

Endorsed on cover: District of Columbia Supreme Court. No. 
3326. Sidney Chanock. &e., appellant, vs. United States of Amer¬ 
ica. Court of Appeals District of Columbia. Filed Oct. 25, 1919. 
Henrv W. Hodges, clerk. 
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